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elects a new head, "letters of peace/' to announce his elec-
tion, are sent to the heads of all the other churches.
It will be noticed in the above list of autoeephalous
churches, that the first four—namely, the Ecumenical Church
under the Patriarch of Constantinople and the Patriarchates
of Alexandria, Antioch, and Jerusalem—are all in the Turk-
ish Empire, for in theory Egypt is still a dependancy of
Turkey. Thus the general rule of ecclesiastical government
in the Orthodox Church, according to which temporal and
spiritual jurisdiction have the same geographical limits, is
so far modified in the Turkish Empire that the ecclesiasti-
cal authority is divided among four independent branches.
The reasons for this exception, having their roots in primitive
church history, do not concern us here. Independent though
they be, the four patriarchates have two central points of
contact: one in the person of the sultan of the empire, who
in a manner inherits the ecclesiastical prerogatives of his
Byzantine predecessors, and without whose final sanction no
patriarch may be enthroned;1 the other in the holy places of
Palestine, which belong to the whole church as found in the
empire, and the control of which is shared by all the patri-
archs. This complete independence of the four sees is not
generally recognized by the outside world, or even by many
Western scholars, who maintain that the Patriarch of Con-
stantinople exercises supreme authority over the Greek
Church throughout the empire. Thus in his recent history,
Adeney states that when Constantinople came under Turk-
ish rule the patriarch " was set over all the Orthodox Chris-
tians in the Ottoman Empire, including those of the three
other Patriarchates of Antioch, Jerusalem, and Alexandria."2
1 De Jehay (op. tit.} asserts that Mohammed II assumed not only the
right of investiture but also employed the very Greek formula used by
the Byzantine emperors, though this included the phrase "The Holy
Trinity that has given me the empire!" (p. 90). On page 52 we give
an illustration of imperial power, whereby a Greek ecclesiastic was exiled
for refusing to recognize a patriarch confirmed by the sultan. All
patriarchs must be Turkish subjects.
2" The Greek.and Eastern Churches/' by W. F. Adeney, " Internation-
al Theological Library," 1908, foot-note 1 to p. 312. The author in an

